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A. I have discovered no attack on the part of Mr. Das on
non-co-operation. Therefore, non-co-operation was not a relevant
matter. Moreover, I have debarred myself from saying a word
upon non-co-operation from the Congress platform, being the
author of the resolution suspending non-co-operation at Belgaum.
But my own individual view is known to the world and my per-
sonal abstention from co-operation is an ocular demonstration of
my view.

Q,. Of course at Faridpur you spoke not as President of the All-India
Congress Committee, but in your individual character and the phrases you
used there were non-violence and truthfulness but not a word about non-co-
operation. To my mind, non-violence without non-co-operation is meaningless.
There is non-violence even in cowardice. If you have a firm faith in non-
violent non-co-operation, how can you allow any Swarajist to speak against
it without any protest?

A. As I have told you there is not a word, so far as I am
aware, said in Deshbandhu's address against non-co-operation.
And we should also recollect that I was speaking on the creed of
the Congress. The creed of the Congress makes no mention of
non-co-operation. But it does make mention of "peaceful and
legitimate means'' and I took care in my speech to say that I
paraphrased these two terms by the adjectives: non-violence and
truthfulness.

Q,. Your declaration at Faridpur is that you have given your general
power of attorney to Deshbandhu Das to do what he is doing in the Council.
Anyone can take it by implication that his performances in the Council arc on
behalf of you as principal, he being only an agent of you. No one can be
blamed for taking such a view of your statement according to the law relating
to principal and agent. Is that the case? Do you support also what Desh-
bandhu Das does in the Council?

A, When I spoke of Deshbandhu Das or Swarajists being
agents I spoke, as an Irishman once spoke of himself as one of
the proprietors of the Empire, as one of the shareholders of
the concern called the Indian National Congress. And the Con-
gress having given authority to the Swarajists to prosecute their
Council programme, I think I was quite correct in describing
the Swarajists as holders of my general power of attorney, so far
as their Council work is concerned. I need not, therefore, on that
account endorse every detail of the Swarajists' policy in the pro-
vincial Councils or Legislative Assembly, As a wise and prac-
tical man, having once given my general power of attorney to the